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Bush recession. Year after year after 
year they earn higher profits than any 
other industry in America for 20 
straight years. Meanwhile, drug spend-
ing is fueling double-digit increases in 
health insurance premiums, drug 
spending is draining tax dollars out of 
the Federal Treasury hand over fist, 
drug spending is undermining the fi-
nancial security of millions of seniors 
who have to choose between a full pre-
scription drug dosage and their food or 
their utility bills. 

Meanwhile, other countries are fight-
ing back all over the world, but our 
government is not. Instead, at the be-
hest of the drug industry, the Bush ad-
ministration is trying to undermine 
price negotiations in Australia and 
block lower price prescriptions from 
even reaching our country. 

Catering to a major campaign con-
tributor like the drug industry is noth-
ing new to this administration, but is 
it not getting a little ridiculous. If 
trade agreements are about creating 
open markets for cheaper goods and 
better market access, why are we try-
ing to do something the opposite of 
that? Why are we trying to raise the 
price of prescription drugs across the 
world? The answer is easy: the pharma-
ceutical industry wants to make more 
money and the Bush administration 
and Republican leadership want their 
campaign help. 

Enough is enough. A vote for the 
Australia Free Trade Agreement is a 
vote against U.S. consumers. It is as 
simple as that. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4759, UNITED STATES-AUS-
TRALIA FREE TRADE AGREE-
MENT IMPLEMENTATION ACT 
Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee 

on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 108–602) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 712) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 4759) to implement the 
United States-Australia Free Trade 
Agreement, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 4634 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove the 
name of the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GREEN) as a cosponsor of H.R. 4634. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection.
f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. EMANUEL addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
EMANUEL). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
f 

TELL AMERICA THE TRUTH 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, this 
week had barely begun before three 
more U.S. soldiers died in Iraq. The 
U.S. casualties keep mounting and that 
is a tragedy, but this administration 
remains silent on a coming travesty in 
Iraq. 

The President’s appointed interim 
Iraqi government is preparing to offer 
amnesty to Iraqi insurgents, amnesty 
to the very people who are killing and 
wounding U.S. soldiers in Iraq. Our sol-
diers remain on patrol in the most dan-
gerous place on Earth; and the snipers, 
bombers, and militants are about to be 
offered amnesty. What in the world is 
going on in this administration? Is this 
what the administration calls the road 
to peace? What is the President going 
to tell the families of every U.S. sol-
dier killed or wounded in combat? 
What is the President going to tell the 
U.S. people? 

The interim Iraqi government was 
created by the U.S. administration, 
make no mistake about that, so no one 
should think that this policy was not 
put in place without the express ap-
proval of the White House. 

Now, Iraq says it is in their national 
interest to offer amnesty to the very 
insurgents U.S. soldiers have been bat-
tling day by day. This administration 
had no reason to start a war with Iraq. 
This administration had no plan to 
prosecute the war with Iraq, and now 
this administration demonstrates it 
has no plan to end the war in Iraq. 
What do we say to the dead? What do 
we say to the families of those who 
died? What do we say to the soldiers in-
jured by roadside bombs and mortar at-
tacks and snipers? 

Is this the President’s exit strategy 
in Iraq? 160,000 soldiers remain in 
harm’s way in a country that is about 
to offer amnesty to the people who are 
attacking them. If the interim Iraq 
government can offer amnesty, why 
can the U.S. not offer every U.S. sol-
dier the option to leave? If Iraq’s insur-
gents are offered freedom, why are U.S. 
soldiers not offered the freedom to 
choose whether they stay? 

Why will the people shooting at U.S. 
soldiers get special treatment while 
our soldiers get stop loss orders, forc-
ing thousands of them to remain in 
harm’s way. What in the world is going 
on in Iraq? We have to be brave enough 
to accept our people and embrace all 
Iraqis. That is a direct quote from 
Iraq’s interim President, Sheikh Ghazi 
al-Yawar. 

So much for the U.S. being seen as a 
great liberator. Even the interim gov-
ernment sees the U.S. as an occupier. 
So in their view it is okay to cut a deal 
with the insurgents. It is a statement 
about the instability of the entire 
country and the inability of the gov-
ernment to do anything about it. It is 
the most glaring statement yet that 
the administration was completely 
wrong in its need to go to war and un-
equivocally wrong with the con-
sequences of post-war Iraq. 

There have been more U.S. casualties 
since the President’s declaration of 
‘‘mission accomplished’’ than during 
all the major combat operations. Now 
the world has become even more dan-
gerous and no amount of denial will 
alter the images of the Iraq prison. 

Why talk about this shame again? 
Because it is entirely possible that this 
administration continues to ignore the 
most fundamental international pro-
tection for every prisoner. Abu Ghraib 
showed the world that the Geneva Con-
vention was something the administra-
tion left out of the Iraq war plan. After 
those revelations, the administration 
made sweeping statements about their 
support of the Geneva Convention. Yet 
just today, the International Red Cross 
said it fears this administration is se-
cretly holding more prisoners around 
the world. 

Quoting a Red Cross spokesperson, 
‘‘Some of these people who have been 
reported to be arrested never showed 
up in any of the places of detention run 
by the U.S. where we visit.’’ 

How bad does it get before the admin-
istration follows international law? 
Who does the administration think 
benefits from its failures to protect 
prisoners and follow international law? 
The International Red Cross tried to 
work behind the scenes before the Abu 
Ghraib scandal. The administration ig-
nored them. The Red Cross tried to act 
as a catalyst for positive change in the 
wake of the scandals. Today’s news 
makes clear the administration still 
believes it can flaunt international 
law. There can be no peace without jus-
tice, Mr. President, not in Iraq or any-
where else. 

Justice begins by treating prisoners 
we capture in the same way, with the 
same rights that we would expect to be 
extended to an American. Justice de-
layed is justice denied. Act now before 
another day goes by. Give the Inter-
national Red Cross unrestricted access 
to every secret U.S. location where 
prisoners are being held. Prove once 
and for all that America stands for 
human rights and justice. Let the Red 
Cross see and the world know if Amer-
ica is true to its words. Let the Red 
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